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MEMORANDUM.

Respondent-appellant appeals as of right from the trial court order terminating her
parental rights to the minor children under MCL 712A.19b(3)(c)(i), (g), and (j).> We affirm.

Respondent-appellant concedes that statutory grounds existed to terminate her parental
rights. Her only argument on appeal isthat the trial court’ s findings regarding the children’ s best
interests were not sufficient under MCL 712A.19b(5) and MCR 5.974(E)(2), now MCR
3.977(F)(1). Contrary to respondent-appellant’s argument, the trial court affirmatively found
that termination of parental rights was in the children’s best interests, going beyond the required
finding under the statute and court rule. In re Trgjo, 462 Mich 341, 356-357; 612 NW2d 407

LIt is unclear whether the trial court also relied upon § § 19b(3)(a)(ii) and (m) in terminating
respondent’ s parental rights.



(2000). Moreover, the trial court did not clearly err in making its finding considering the length
of respondent-appellant’s incarceration, her substance abuse issues, and the young ages of the
childreninvolved in thiscase. 1d.

We affirm.
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